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the false prophets of Israel, he has cried “peace, ; ‘escape punishment in thie world.” On the other 
peace, where there is no peace”; for “there ¢s|/hand he informs us, ‘Many of the very best of 
no peace to the wicked,” saith the Lord. What) men suffer incomparably more in this world than 
has he done to bring his fellow creatures to the | some of the worst.’ Now 1 will not ask the 
knowledge of the truth? Nothing. If he were reader to exercise any thing more than common 
conscious his doctrine is false, if he were con-|sense here. What is the tendency of this sen- 
vinced that the doctrine he opposes is true,and|timent? Wicked men are happy—righteous 
were determined nots ithstandingy. “* hold up | men. are miserable, and many of the very best — 
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REPLY TO REV. MR. SCOTT. 
me a ESSAY NO. v. 
¢ To the Readers of the Universalist Magazine, 


“ae 


ae 


t 


dressed my replies to Mr. Scorr; but this | 
address to you. I do it because he pays no at- 
tention to any thing I offer, but, regardless of 


scripture and of good sense, he makes the mer- | 


est assertions on the most important subjects, 


- -Cnnistian Frrenps,—I have heretofore ad-| the appearance of opposition to-itin despite of 


modesty and sincerity, he would in that case 
have been likety to adopt the very course he 
has pursued. And yet he feels that he is bound 
by the cominand of God. ‘There is one divine 
command to which I would direct his attention. 


and quotes passages from the Bible without any|‘‘Do not ye after their works: for they say (i.e. 


regard to their connexion or their true import. 
When, after the most diligent, anxious and pray- 
erful search for the proper signification of the 
texts he produced, | have stated to h'm how | 

_ understood those texts, he has paid no attention 
to any thing | have said, but has reproduced the 
same texts, making the same remarks upon 
them, and reasserted the same things, not only 
without proving thent, but without even ai- 
tempting todoit. Before this controversy com- 
-menced, | offered him (my senior brother in the 
Editorship not ebjecting) just as much room in 
th Universalis Magazine as he wished. He 
said, to use his own words, that he would write 
‘not more than six essays-—-no one to eccupy 
more than half the Magazine.” He chose what 

_ he thought .was room enough to do all for the 
_ doctrine of future punishment that he conld do 
for-it.. Five of these essays, word for word as 
he wrote them, have been published in the 

_. Magazine without any expense to him. Indeed 
"so determined have we been to fulfil every item 
_ of our engagement with him, that we have per- 
mitted the printer to put his communications 
into type before they qame to our hands, and we 
have therefore, published any thing and every 
thing he has sent. Now I appeal to yon, at- 
tentive readers, whether he has done what he 
ought tohavedone. Throughout his five essays 
-now published he has studiously avoided what 
should have been the principal subject of dis- 
cussion, viz. whether the Scriptures teach the 
doctrine of punishment in the future state of 
existence, and has never appeared to make any 


effort to ascertain whether such texts as have | 


been usually applied to that state are justly so 
applied. J urged him at first to attend to this 
particular, and I afterwards repeated that re- 
“quest until it became tiresome to do it 
this was of no avail. 
he is “bound by the command of God, to con- 


to expose capital error, to warn the ungodly, 
and to do what he can to bring his fellow crea- 


tures to the knowledge and acknowlegment of|trine by it. 


the trath as itis in Jesus.’ We think he pays 
very little respect to the command of God.— 
What has he done “to expose capital error”? 
fo show that our interpretations of sacred 
truth are erroneous? What has he done “to 
waro the nogodly? He has not even taken 
warning himself. Nay, he has encouraged the 


). . . . . 
‘ism is ticentious in its tendency. 


| having now more than half embraced his sevti- 
iments with respect to punishment, are willing 


the Scribes and Pharisees) and do not.” 

The object of Mr. Scott’s fifth essay is to 
prove that Universalism is of licentious tenden- 
cy. What does this mean? Is this the subject 
of discussion? The tendency of a doctrine is 
one thing, the truth of the doctrine of punish- 
‘ment in the future state is another. Which is 
‘it Mr Scott’s duty to discuss? Ans. he doc- 

trine of punishment in the future state? Now 
| this is another instance in which he ayoids com- 
ing to the point. What, then, has his whole 
communication to do with what should be the 
subject of discussion? Suppose he should suc- 
ceed in proving, even to a demonstration, that! 
Universalism is licentious in its tendency, would 
this establish the doctrine of bell torments in 
ihe future state? No It wonld not prove even 
that the latter doctrine is not more licentioeus. 
hen if we grant all he says on this subject, the 
doctrine of vetribution in eterntty remains un- 
torched. But we do not allow that Universal- 
‘This cry is 
raised when argument fails. It was raised as 
loudly against Murray and Winchester in their 
day as it is now against any one. But those 
who once raised the cry against Winchester, 


! 
i 


But all. 
He says, in his last essay, | 


to call him a good man, to use the term Mr. 
Mudge has lately applied to bim. 

However, let us discuss the tendency of senti- 
ments, seeing that we are called toit again. We 
will look at the rule which Mr. Scott lays down 
to himself. 


‘©When any doctrine, or system of doctrines is propos- 
ed, we have only to inquire whether its direct tendency be | 
to make men pious and good, or the contrary, and we) 
know whether we ought to receive or reject it. If we 
see that ij has a corrupting effect upon the community, or 
that it removes the barriers to vice which inuite Wisdom 
has placed in the way of the transgressor, we kuow by the | 


_most certain rule in the world, that it is a false doctrine 
. . é 72 
tend for the faith once delivered to the saints, | 94 ought not to be embraced. 


If Mr. Scott thinks this a good rule, he per- 


haps will have no objection if we try his doc-: 
Happiness is the great object of 


man. ‘hat doctrine which connects happiness 
the most closely with virtue, md misery the 
most closely with vice, is a doctrine of al! oth- 
ers the most favorable to the practice of virtue. 
Now that io the theory of the Methodists these 
things are totally disconnected, is evident from, 


the following quotations which I have hereto-| 


ungodly. He has told them that the way of|fore made from one of Mr. Scott’s essays.— 
wogodliness is a way of peace, and herein, like'“*Many of the most wicked men,” he says, 


of them are icomparably the most miserable. 
That such a doctrine has an evil tendency, Mr. 
Scott himself confesses. He confesses that we 
had better dispense with righteousness and take 
our pleasure, if the righteous must suffer so 
much in this life. ake his own words in 
their order: “If the righteous must suffer so 
much in this life, even more than the wicked, 
had we not better dispense with righteousness and 
take our pleasure ?”? See hissecond Essay. Now 
it will be seen that Mr. Scott confesses three 
things. He confesses what his doctrine is ;— 
what the tendency of it is; and third, what we 
ought to do with it. The doctrine is, that the 
righteous suffer in this world more than the 
wicked. The tendency of it is to induce us to 
“dispense with righteousness.” According then 
to his rule, which he calls “the most certain 
rule in the world,” we must conclude that his 
doctrine “is false and ought not to be embrac- 
ed.” Here he stands condemned in foro con- 
scientie. He is self-refuted. He virtually ex- 
horts us not to embrace his own sentiments; 
and tells us we know by “the most certain rule 
in the world,” that they are false and ought not 
to be embraced. 

What need is there, kind reader, of refuting 
a man who refutes himself, and whe does it too 
so effectually? If his rule be a good one, lk 
have in this communication written enough to 
settle the controversy. But as Mr. Scott pres- 
ses the charge of licentiousness against the sen- 
timents { maintain, we will give a little more 
attention to the subject. Although he is as 
weak in this point as in any, yet t would not 
have brought up this subject again, had he not 
compelled me to do it. 

He informs the wicked not only that they 
shall escape punishment in this life, triumph 
over the righteous, and enjoy the satisfaction of 
looking down upon them as they grovel along 
here in misery and want, but he provides also a 
way by which these very wicked ones shall es- 
cape all punishment in the future state. And if 
they are not exalted above the righteous there, 
they shall be as high in glery and as happy as 
they. ‘lhe manner in which sinners are to es- 
cape punishment hereafter, is to go threugh 
that process which Mr. Scott derominates re- 


‘ pentance ; a process altogether unlike what the 


sacred writers signify by that term. In this pro- 
cess mankind repent, not xo much of their own 
personal sins, as of the sins of Adam, and of a 
totally corrupt nature in which they are told 
they. were born. After passing through this 
process, they, have a strony confidence that 
they shalt go to glory. If a man at eighty, or 
ninety, after having sinned beyond a parallel 
with any other human being. professes that he 
has passed through this precess, he is encourng- 
ed by Mr. Scott’s theory to believe that he hus 
escaped the punishment of his sins, and that ne 


UNIVERSALIST 


jon awaits hi tra the Universalist Meeting. No, 
ibuti its him ; but rather, that io the | attendance at the 
on Sap apt shall look down from his glo-| this was made out by the first mentioned lady and 


riows seat inte the realms of darkness, 


and re-| the clergyman. I 
jolce to hear the groanings and wailings of those’! of mystery hangs over this story. 


But, reader, notice what an air 
If Mr. Scott, 


‘who had nothing but a belief in the pat be By and/or some other clergyman, had invented it, he 


mere morality to recommend them to God. 
Scott’s theory admits of all this. Indeed, accord- 


i d places 
ing to this theory the following circumstances | an } 
* : sinner may cap the climax! What clergyman was this? 
The one whom|is the name of this town? 


may take place: A 
of his iniquity with murder. 


is a moral man, and of course, un-| close. 
Bert eecresdarer, has groaned through a ted-|ber? Be careful not to state. 
He goes immediately to\name of the young woman? Do not be so in- 
The murderer is arrested, and while he quisitive. Hold your tongue. In what town was 
soul-saving clergyman visits|this Universalist Meeting ? 
He is executed and goes im-| preacher ? 
He looks down upon the | ance Al 1 
in bell, and rejoices to see the House, in which the Scriptures are explained 


jous life of morality. 
hell. 
is in prison, some 
and converts him. 

mediately to heaven 
moral man 


Mr./ could not through fear of detection have been 


more careful in concealing the names of people 
“A clergyman in the town of P.” 
No matter. What 

Ah! keep this all 
What was the name of the church mem. 
What was the 


Who was the 
This story bears the very appear. 
lalseheod. A Universalist » Meeting 


emoke of his torment ascend. And yet perhaps,|in harmony with themselves and with the works 
if this man had not been murdered, he might} of God, in which also the corruptions of (hris- 


have repented and been made happy. 


Reader, | tianity are exposed and shewn not to be taught 


all this may transpire agreeably to Mr. Scott’s|1n the Bible, would be the last place in which 
theory. Accerding to his doctrine, many sin-} people would learn to disrespeet the Scriptures. 
ners will escape all punishment both in this) 4 drundard might, to be sure, hang himselt toa 
world and the next; and hence it will forever|be!l-rope in such a church, even if there was 
remain true, on his scheme, that many of the\neither bell nor rope there ; and after be had 
very best of men have suffered incomparably more killed himself, he might, without either bell or 


than some of the worst. 


| am at a loss for| rope, set the whole neighborhood in an uproar 


language to express my astonishment that a man} by ringing tbe alarm of fire. There is nothing 
who advocates such a doctrine sbould accuse|improbable in this story, because a pious cler- 
his opponent of embracing a system which is|gyman published it on purpose to suppress in- 


licentious. 
shame and sincerity, if charity did not whisper 
that he may be ignorant. 
there are some things very hard to be account- 
ed for. 

Mr. Scott says many things about Universal- 
ism in the course of his fifth essay ; but what is 
remarkable, though it is not uncommen in his 


We should think him destitute of} temperance.* 


The following is ancther of Mr. Scott's sto- 


But allowing this, | ries: 


«The same clergyman informs us that in the same town, 
at a time when Universaliem was making a considerable | 
excitement, a number of young men, eight or ten, were 
together smoking cigars and drinking freely, and wichal 
making themselves very merry with the old fashioned 
doctrine of conversion, or change of heart ; when a se- 


communications, he frequently makes no at-| rious persoa going in, and perceiving the subject of their 


tempt to prove what he says. 


Disposed to em-| unholy mirth, reproved them, and got in return, ‘ Do you 


brace every opportunity to acquire information, | believe in a change of heart?’ I do, said the person, be- 


particylarly with respect to the future state, | 
will agree to receive his assertions as incentesti- 
ble evidence, on condition he proves, that he is 
‘inspired by the Holy Spirit for the purpose of 
saying these things. But until he does this, | 
shall prize his assertions when unsupported by 
evidence, as I would every other man’s, for just 
what they are worth, viz. nothing at all. They 
are not worthy to be printed, nor read, nor re- 
futed. But as we promised Mr. Scott room for 
“six essays, so we mean to fulfil our agreement 
with bim. Let us now attend for a few moments 
to some things he says, that we may see what} 
means our opponents adopt to refute our sep- 
timents, 


He states that Universalism has a “strong ten- 
lency to Infidelity or Deism.” In support of 
this he tells the following stories: 


**A clergyman in the town of P. in the course of his 
pastoral visits, called on a member of his church, where, 
after some conversation with the lady of the house, he ad- 
‘dressed his discourse to a young woman who belonged to 
the family. He found her disposed to make light of the 
subject of religion. The first mentioned lady then inform- 
ed him, in presence of the other, that in going two or three 
Sabbaths to the Universalist Meeting, she had thrown the 
Bible aside as not worthy of belief. The clergyman ad- 
dressing himself to the young lady expressed his surprise 
that she should so suddenly, and upon so slight grounds, 
have given up the Bible. She replied that it was full of 
contradictions, and not therefore to be believed. Nor 
could he make the least impression upon her mind in favor 
of the Scriptures.”’ 


If this story be true, it is tery far from prov- 
ing that the labors of Universalist preachers 
tend to diminish respect for the Scriptures.— 
The young lady herself is not represented as 
attributing her want of faith in the Bible to an 


lieve that it is necessary for all. ‘Then you area ---—— 
fool,’’ was the reply. The reader need not be informed, 
that a roar of laughter and kicking the floor with their 
heels, ensued upon this glorious achievement.”’ 

Here the reader will perceive there is the 
same silence maintained as to the names of peo- 
ple, times, or places. All thisis very prudent; 
for those who tell these stories never wish to 
have such matters investigated. 

But these people are not even good at invent- 
ing such accounts. There is a material circum- 
stance left out of the one under consideratien. 
{t is not hinted that these young men who made 
themselwes merry with the old fashioned doc- 
trine of conversion were Universalists. Who 
knows then after all that they were not Metho- 
dists? Universalists are as fully convinced of 
the scriptaral doctrine of conversion, as any 


* As this paper may fall Into the hands of some who are 
unacquainte:! with the circumstances here alluded to, it | 
may be well to state, that not long since there appeared in 
the “ational Philanthropist, a paper published. in Boston, 
and edited by Rev. Wm Collier, an account of a drunk- | 
ard’s hanging himself to the bell-rope of the Universalist | 
Meeting House, in Cambridgeport, which, it was stated, | 
caused the bell to ring with such violence that the inhabi- 
tants of the Port were alarmed, supposing a fire had taken 
place. There never was any thing more completely false. 
Yo such circumstance occurred in Uambridge, much less 
at the Universalist Meeting House, in which there is 
neither bell nor rope. his talsehood was republished in 
several papers, not one of which, to our knowledge, has 
contradicted it. [Since writing the above I have been in- 
formed that the conductor of the Philanthropist knew 
before he published the above account that it was not 
correct. A young gentleman from Cambridgeport, 


who works at, or near the same office, informed him pre- T 


a 


| mankind a temptation to commit suicide. 
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other class of people One woold suppose 
from the profunity, that the person who vitered 
it had been in the habit of hearing damnation 
preached. ; ' 

Is it not silly, is it not ridiculous, that a man 
should bring forward such trash for proof? Does 
not Mr. Scott use the readers of the Magazine 
unbecomingly in laying before them such a 
combination of nonsense. ‘There is one way in 
which he can justify himself — Let him confess 
that he has no scripture proof, and that he gives 
us the best evidence he has got. And then, we 
will apologize for him in the language of Jere- 
miah. “The prophet that hath a dream, let 
him tell adream.” A dream is the most forci- 
ble thing such a prophet has to offer. But, to 
continue the quotation, “he that hath my word, 
let him speak my word FAITHFULLY. 

The tracts which are circulated among child- 
ren are filled up with such stories as the above. 
‘Che money which is drawn out of the pockets of - 
the community by missionary beggars, 1s devot- 
ed to the purpose of giving an extended circu- 
lation to these things. Universalists are some- 
times called upon to assist these tract societies; 
and if they refuse, they are represented as infi- 
dels, opposed to the spread of the gospel. 

But to return to the charge that Universalism 
tends to promote infidelity. Lcan hardly sup- 
pose that it is made in seriousness. Universal- 
ism has been the means of making Christians of 
many who had before been Deists. Sensible- 
men, disgusted at the common doctrines of 
atonement and endless misery, have rejected the 
Scriptures because they believed those doctrines. 
were taught in them: but when they have 
found that so far from being the essentials, these 
are the corruptions of Christianity, their objec- 
tions to it have been removed We know this 
to be a matter of fact. Porphyry brought it 
forward as an objection to Jesus, that he said, 
“with what measure ye mete, it shalt be meas- 
ured to you again,” and yet taught the doctrine 
of endless torment for temporary crimes. The 
objection ef this noted opposer of Christianity, 
is removed by Universalism. Dr. Kippis says 
of Lord Shaftesbury, “that amidst other diflicul- 
ties which occurred to him with regard to the 
truth of the Christian Revelation, he was start- 
led at the idea of its containing the doctrine of 
the eternity of hell torments; that he consulted 
some eminent churchmen whether the New 
Testament positively asserted it; and that upon 
being assured that it did, he declored himself in- 


capable of assenting to the system of religion which 


maintained a tenet so repugnant to all his views of 
the benignity of the great Governor of the Um- 
verse.”"* From these statements the reader is 


jenabled to see that Mr. Scott makes assertions 


directly against matter of fact. 

He also asserts that Universalism presents te 
It ap- 
pears as though he wrote on purpose to be re- 
fated, and studied to make those assertions 
which come the most directly into contact with 
well known facts. How many instances of sui- 
cide have taken place within a few years, which 
were produced solely by the influence of such 
doctrines as those of endless misery, unpardona- 
ble sin, sinning away a day of grace, &c. The 
fellowing although not a case of suicide, will 
serve to illustrate the injurious tendency of the 
doctrines now named. It was entitled at the 
time it was first published, ’ 


Three Victims to the: Doctrine of Devils ! 
“The Western, Reserve Chronicle printed at Warren, 


viously to the publication, that there was no belli in the Pheri: sates Wore bei: eres 


Universalist Meeting House in Cambridge. ] 


* Mouthly Reposiiory, Vol. vii. p. 491. 
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account of the death of Philemon, William and Cyrus, 
three only children of Mr. Zaphna and Mrs. LoisSione, 
of Kinsman, in that county, who were downed by the 
hand of their mother The circumstances are peculiar, 
and were communicated for publication by a clergyman. 
Mr. and Mrs, Stone possessed amiable dispocitions, sus- 
tained good characters, and had lived together in the utmost 
harmony. During a late revival of religion, Mrs. S was 
awakened, aad supposed she had experienced a change 
ef heart. Soon afier, however, she setiled down in a 
state of gloom and melancholy, and declared that she had 
eommiiied ‘he unpardonable sin 
-- Under this impression, and believing that, if taken off 
-at their present iender age the children would be happy ; 
and believing also, that, having committed the unpardona- 
ble sin, 00 injury would follow to herself, while her hus- 
band was goae to meeting on Sunday, the !4:h‘of May, 
she drowned the little iunucents In a spring about five feet 
deep” 

{ might put down many cases in which people 
driven to despair by the terrific doctrine of end- 
less hell torments, have closed the sad scene of 
their lives by self-murder. But as this commu- 
nication is for the readers of the Universalist 
Magazine, who have seen repeated notices of 
such catastrophies, I will simply refer them to 
Vol. iv, No. 7, in which they will find accounts 
of at least cight instances of that kind. These 
things are all illustrations of the manner in 
which Mr. Scott makes assertions which are di- 
rectiy opposed to matter of fact. 

He thinks that a man to whom life has become 
a burden, and who expects happiness hereafter, 
would be tempted “to dispatch himself in a mo- 
‘ment.’ ‘Tl’o whom is life a burden, according 
to his theory? Ans. T’o the righteous, who suf- 
fer incomparably more in. this world than some 
of the wicked. ‘To whom does his theory pro- 
mise immediate happiness at death? Ans. To 
those te whom life is thus a burden. Does he 
not then'talk very unwisely of the temptations to 
suicide whieh Universalism presents ?* 

He insinuates that Universalism has a tendency 
to promote the practice of profane swearing — 
The utter futility of this objection may be seen 
by the reader, if he will inquire, whether, if no 
other doctrine beside Universalism bad ever 
been preached, people would have got into 
that habit. The answer must be’ given in the 
negative. The practice of the clergy in contin- 
ually dwelling in the most disgusting manner 
upon hell and damnation, gave rise to this prac- 
tice. They familiarized the public mind to 
such subjects; and preaching that God in his 
anger would damn sinners forever, they have 
induced men in their anger to damn their fel-. 

low men. This evil practice is to be attribut- 
ed to those of the clergy who have so constantly 
dwelt upon such subjects as to vitiate the pub- 
lic mind. Thé word hell eccurs in the New 
-"Pestament but twenty-three times,—in the Old 
but thirty-four, and hence in the whole Bible 
bat fifty-seven. How many single sermons have 
there been in which the word occurs more 
times than it does in all the books of the sacred 


* Mr. Scott alludes to what he calls the ‘‘Purrington mas- 
‘acre and suicide’ ~~ ith respect to this case. I know but 
little He does not say that the man was a Universalist. 
He should have proved two things : 1. Tnat the man was 
a Universalist 2. That he committed his murderous 
deeds on account ofit. This, I think, he will not atiemp? 

" Within a few days I have conversed with a gentleman 

~ Belonging to Cambridge, to whom I will cheerfully intro- 

| duce’ or Scott, should he wish to see him, who lived 
near Purrington at the time of the lamen able circum- 
stance, and who arrived at the house in a short time after 
it took place ‘He informed me that Purrington used io 
attend the Calvinist and Methodist Meetings, and that he 
never heard of his being a Universalist until after he end- 
éd hi- life, since which such a report has been industrious. 
ly circulated ill Mr Scott allow that all the Metho 
disis who have commitied suicide, did it because they 
were Methodists 4 


Scriptures. Now | believe it cannot be contra- 
dicted, that the practice of preaching constantly, 
and vehemently, if not angrily, upon the sub- 
jects of everlasting hell torments and damnation, 
was the origin of the profane oaths which 
have been so frequently used.. No man is so 


loudly reproved by his sentiments for the use of 


profane language, as a Universalist is. 
bid him “bless, and curse not.” 
entirely destitute of all excuse, no one has more 
reason to be ashamed. The truth of the re- 
marks I have now made is corroborated by the 
fact, that children have sometimes thought their 
minister was using profane language, when he 
was discoursing on the topics above named.—- 
“Papa,” said a child of Mr. Clark Chase, after 


They 


having heard Rev. Mr. Blake deliver a discourse | 


at Somerset, “1 never heard a man swear so in 
all my life.” Let Mr. Scott then’ take to him- 
self the reproach he endeavored to cast upon 


Universalists; and let the reader particularly 


notice how erroneous are the charges he brings 
against us. 


| He calls Universalism a “flesh pleasing” doc- 
‘trine. He says that some people whom he has 
known, ‘as soon as they began to relish the flesh 
(Pleasing doctrine of Universalism, began to 
loose their concern” We are justified by this 
lin supposing that not only Mr. Scott, but Metho- 
| dists generally do not relish the doctrine of Uni- 
ae Salvation. How they will be pleased 
{Scott has given, | know not. But never was 
the real: spirit of the Pharisee more apparent 
then it is in the extraet now made ‘The pro- 
mise of salvation to all men, Mr. Scott does not 
relish ; it does not please him. Heisa spiritual 
man; but this, he says, is a ‘flesh pleasing doc- 
trine” We have an account in the scriptures 
of some others whom impartial, unpurchased 
grace would not please. When “the good man 
of the house” gave to every one a penny, some, 
whe like Mr. Scott’s righteous people, thought 
duty a “burden,” murmured saying, ‘thou hast 
made them equat unto vs.” Mark, reader, 
Pequal unto us.” 'Vhis was their complaint. 
Equality they did not relish, it was not pleasing. 


again appears, under the character of the elder 
son, We may know this elder son belonged to 
the righteous class, i.e. to those who think 
themselves so, for he said to his father, ‘Lo, 
these many years do I serve thee; neither 
transgressed | at any tune thy commandment.” 
tle had, in his own estimation, experienced 
perfect sanctification. And it appears too he 
took no real pleasure in serving his father; for 
in that case, he would have thought himself re- 
warded. He became angry. What displeased 
him at a time when a flow of transport had run 
through the whole family? Ans. Hes father 
had recetyed a sinner into favor. This sinner he 
would not own as a brother, nor was he pleased 
with the manner in which his father received 
him into favor. 


gn 


But, kind reader, if the carnal heart ever 
nanifested itselfin the world, here it is. I[t is 
ihe flesh, the carnal mind which is at enmity 
vith God, and which does not relish the free 
listributions of his favor. Universalism is not 

‘flesh. pleasing doctrine”: it is the abomina- 
‘.on of proud and self righteous men, ¥ St. Paul 
ells us, to whom the reconciliation of all things 
+a pleasing doctrine. He says, ‘4 or it pleased 
he Futher, that in bim (Christ) should all ful- 
ess dwell, and by him to reconcile all things 
to himself” Col i. t¥, 20. Mi xeott makes 
a public profession that he is recouciled to God ; 


No one is so! 


with this representation of them which Mr.. 


In the parable of the prodigal son, the Pharisee | 


and yet he has now given us proof that he has 
a direet unreconciliation to the divine will. 

Pharisees of the present age have increased 
the guilt of their character by the addition of 
hypocrisy to their other sins. Notwithstanding 
Mr. Scott calls Universalism a ‘flesh pleasing 
doctrine,” and intimates that he does not relish 
it, yet he prays for the salvation of all mankind. 
Now this is mere, cold fermality, or else it is 
hypocrisy. Jonah was angry, when God saved 
the Ninevites. If he had been seen upon his 
| knees, with a solemn face before God, entreat- 
‘ing him to gave them, who would not have seen 
‘the hypocrisy of his prayer? At the same time 
| Mr. Scott confesses that he does not ‘relish the 
fiesh-pleasing doctrine of Universalism,” and 

‘therefore, cannot desire it to be true, he is con- 
-stantly pleading with the Lord to save all man- 
kind Reader, how must such a prayer appear, 
in the sight of the Searcher of all hearts? 

Mr. Scott gives us some specimens of his 
knowledge of Church History. He calls Origen 

the first Universalist. ‘This is not trae. Cle- 
mens Alexandrinus, his Master, was a Univer- 
salist. He says, that Origen flourished in the 
second century. He did notuntilthe third He 
says Bishop Burnet “twrote a book to prove a 
restoration from future punishment.” Bishop 
Burnet was not a Universalist. Dr. Thomas 
Burnet wrote the book alluded to. Mr. Scott 
has said just enough concerning this subject to 
convince us he knows nothing about it. If he 
thinks the authority of Origen and Burnet sufhi- 
cient to justify us in believing what they say, 
| let him become a Universalist. 
| He quotes in this communication two or three 
‘passages of scripture which | have already con- 
sidered. As he has made no attempt to shew 
‘that my explanation is incorrect, I shall enter 
‘now into no further consideration of them. Let 
the reader see pp. 135, 150 of the Magazines 
,containing this discussion. There is but one 
| text which [ fee! myself under any obligation to 
|notice, and for that a brief attention will be 
sufficient. It is Mat. x, 28. Luke xii. 5. The 
same remarks will apply to both. ‘Fear him 
| which is able to destroy both soul and body in 
| hell.” 
We will have no question now about the true 
(signification of the word psuche, which is ren- 
| dered soul in this passage ; we will ask if the 
| Saviour here stated, God .will destroy both sou! 
,and body in hell? He neither stated it, nor in- 
|timated it. ‘Chen what is it to Mr. Scott’s pur. 
pose? Ifit had been stated that God will de- 
stroy both soul and body in hell, so far from as- 
sisting Mr. Scott, it would have refuted him.— 
For if soul and body are both destroyed, neither 
remains as a subject of punishment. 

How eager must a man be to prove the end- 
less misery of his fellow men, who can make use 
of this text for that purpose. God is able, un- 
questionably, to save all mankind. Will Mr. 
Scott, therefore, allow that all men will be 
saved? He will not. Why then, does he use 
an. argument, which, in an opponent, he would 

‘condemn? Paul says, speaking of the Lord Je- 
sus, ‘he is able even to subdue all things unto 
himself.” Phil. iii. 21. In the following verse 
oy 'Laylor, the power of the Lord is alluded te 

‘*Praise to God, the great Creator, 
Bounteous source of all our joy : 

He whose hand upholds all nature, 
He whose nod can all destroy,” 


Now let Mr. Scott be consistent. Let him al 
iow the poet here meant that God would actu: 
ally destroy all mankind. 

| have now given all the attention to Mr. 
Scott’s filth essay, which | think necessary.— 
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The readers will forgive me for the trespass ! 
have made upon their time and patience, re- 
ceive my thanks for the attention they have 
given to this subject, nod believe that | remaio 


thelr friend and servant, , 
Trnomas Warrremone. 
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Norice to ConnesPonDenTs, 


Mr. Scott is informed, we are Willing to ad- 
here to our original agreement wi'h him. He 
has had the use of our columns, «od if he has 
not done what he ought fo, it is not our fault. 

We would furthermore inform him that we 
think he has constantly avoided the mais point 
of difference, and that in order to make ont five 
of his essays, has filled our paper wilh mere 
trash. We bave therefore, no encouragement 
any further to. open our columns. We would 
give the readers to understand, we believe , that 
Mr. Scott has made his new proposal for the 
purpose of getting rid of the discussion as easily 
as possible, 


EXTRACT from Mrs. BARBAULL’S WORKS. 


eC The attention of our readers is drawn to the 
following beautiful extract from Mrs. Barbauld’s 
Thoughts on Public Worship. 


Above all, it would be desirable to separate | 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


i ject in ; but ip fact they are not se, 
the Supreme Being; and men ‘have imaged to subject in question ; | 
chiAbec vee how a ‘Nero or a Domitian would Public Worship will be tinctured with gloom, 
have acted, if, from the extent of their domin- while our ideas of its object are darkened by su- 


ion there bad been no escape, and to the dura-| perstition ; it will be infected with hypocrisy, 
tion of it no period. while its professions and tenels run counter to 


— a 


| 'These ideas of the vulgar belief, terrible, but! the genuine, unperverted moral sense of man- 


as yet vagne and undetined, passed into the kind; it will not meet the countenance of p 


‘speculations of the schoolmen, by whom they osophers, #0 long as we are obliged tou 


were combi.ed with the metaphysical idea of our ethics, in order to learn divinity. Letit be 


eternity, atranged in specific propositions, fixed | considered that these opinions great y favor im- 


in creeds, aid elaborated into systems, till at}morality, The doctrine that all are vile. 
length they Have been sublimed intovall the tre-;equally merit a state of punishment, is an idea 
mendous horrors of the calvinistic faith. ‘These |} as consolitary (to the profligate, as itis humiliat- 
doctrines it is trve, among thinking people, are | ing to the saint; and that is one reason why it 
losing ground, but there is still apparent, in bas always been a fayorite doctrine. The inde- 
that class called serious Christians, a tenderness| cent confidence of a Dodd, and the debasing 
in exposing them; a sort of leaning towards | terrors of a Johnson, or of more blameless men 
ihem, @ in walking over a precipice one should | than he, spring from one and the dame source. 
lean to the safes! side; an idea that they are, if| It prevents the genuine working of real peni- 
not trae, at least good to be believed, and that a! tence, by enjoining confessions of imaginary e- 
salutary error is better than a dangerous trath.) merit; it quenches religious gratitude, bec 
But that error can neither be satutary nor harm- | conceiving only of two states of retribution, 
less, which alirilutes to the Deity injustice and/in the extreme, and feeling that our crimes, 
cruelty ; and that religion must have the wors(| whatever they, may he, cannot have deserved 
lof tendencies, which renders it dangerous for|the one, we are not sufficiently thankful for the 
man to imitate the Being whom he worships. | prospect of the other, which we look upon as 
Let those who hold such tenets consider, that} only a necessary alternative. Lastly it disselyes 
the invisible Creator has no name, and is iden-/the connexion between religion and common 
tified only by his character; and they will trem-| life, by introducing a set of phrases and a stand- 
ble to think what Being they are worshipping, ard of moral feeling totally different from. those 
when they invoke a power capable of producing ideas of praise and blame, merit and demerit, 


from religion that idea of gloom, which 1n this, existence, in order to continue it in never end-| upon which we do and must act in our com 
country has but too generally accompanied it.|ing torments. The God of the Assembly any with our fellow creatures. 

The fact cannot be denied ; the cause must be| Catechism is not the same God with the Deity | There are periods in which the human mind 
sought, partly in our national character, whieh | of ‘’homson’s Seasons, and of Hutcheson’s Ethics. | seems to slumber, but this is not one of them. 
Lam afraid is not naturaily either very cheer-) Unity of character, in what we adore, is much| A keen spirit of research is now abroad, and de- 
ful or very social, and which we shali do well) more essential than unity of person. We often { mands reform. Perbaps in none of the nations of 
to meliorate by every possible atfention to our boast, and with reason, of the purity of our reli-| £Lurope will their articles of faith, or their 
habits of life ; and partly to the colour of our; gion, as opposed to the grossness of the theology; church establishments, or their modes of wor 


religions systems. No one who embraces the 
common idea of future torments, together with 
the doctrine of election and reprobation, the in- 
sufliciency of virtue to escape the wrath of God, 
and the strange absurdity which, it should seem, 


of the Greeks and Remans; but we should re-|ship, be able to maintain their ground for man 
member that cruelty is as much worse than li-| years in exactly the same position in which 
centiousness, as a Moloch is worse than a/they stand at present. Religion and manners 
satvr. reciprocally act upon one another. As religion, 

When will men cease making their court to} well understood, is a most powerful agent in 


through similurity of sound alone has been ad- their Maker by the same servile debasement, meliorating and softening our manners; so, on 
mitted as an axiom, that sins committed against | and affectation of lowliness,by which the vain po- the other hand, manners, as they advance in cul. 


an Infinite Being do therefore deserye infinite | tentates of the earth are flattered? When a 
punishment, no ene, | will venture to assert, can | 
vbelieve such tenets, and have them often in his 
thonghts, and yet be cheerful. 

Whence a system has arisen so incompatible 


harmless and well meaning man, in the exag- 
gerated figures of theo.ogical rheforic, calls him- 
self the vilest of sinners, it isin precisely the 
same spirit of false humility, in which the coar- 


with that justice and“benevolence, which in the | tier uses degrading and disqualifying expressions 
discourses of our Saviour are represented as the | when he speaks of himself in his adulatory ad- 
most essential attributes of the Divine Being, is dresses to his sovereign. When a good man 
not easy to trace. It is probable, however, that | draws near the close of a life, not free indeed 
power, being the most prominent feature in “na from faults, but pure from crime, a life spent in 
conceptions of the Creator, and that of which | the habitual exercise of all those virtues which 
we see the most striking image here on earth,| adorn and dignify human nature, and in the uni- 
(there being a greater portion of uncontrolled | form approach to that perfection, which is con- 
vower, than of unmixed wisdom or goodness to | fessedly unattainable in this imperfect state,— 
Ne found amongst human beings,) the Deity|when a map, perhaps like Dr. Price, whose 
would naturally be likened to an absolute mon-/ name will be ever pronounced with affectionate 
arch ;—-and most absolute monarchs having been | veneration and deep regard by all the friends of 
tyrants, jealous of their sovereignty, averse to! philosophy, virtue, and mankind, is about to re- 


tivation, tend to correct and refine our religion. 
Thus, to a nation in any degree acquainted with 
the social feelings, human sacrifices, and san- 
guinary rites, could never long appear obliga- 
tory. * 

‘The mild spirit of Christianity has, no doubt. 


had its influence in softening the ferocity of the 


Gothic times; and the increasing humanity of 
the present period will, in its turn, produce jus- 
tur ideas of Christianity, and diffuse through the 
solemnities of our worship, the celebration of 
our sabbaths, and every observance connected 
with religion, that air of amenity and sweetness, 
which is the offspring of literature, and the 
peaceful intercourses of society. The age which 
has demolished dungeons, rejected torture, and 
given so fair a prospect of abolishing the ini- 


freedom of investigation, ordering affairs, not 
with a view to the happiness of their subjects, 
but to the advancement of their own glory; not 
to be approached but with rich gifis and offer- 
ings; bestowing favors, not in proportion to 
inerit, but frem the pure influence of caprice 
and blind partiality ; to those who have offend- 


quity of the slave trade, cannot long retain among 
its articles of belief the gloomy perplexities of 
Calvinism, and the heart withering perspective. 
of cruel and never ending punishments. 


resign his soul into the hands of his Maker, he 
ought to do it, not only with a reliance on his 
mercy, but his justice ; a generous confidence 
and pious resignation should be blended in his de- 
portment. It does not become him to pay the 
blasphemous homage of deprecating the wrath 
of God, when he ought to throw himselfinto the 


~ Married in Wrentham, (Mass:) by Rey. Adi 
Ballon, Mr. Scammell Aldrich, of Mendon, ,to 
Miss Deiila O. Cook, ef the former place. 


ed them severe, and unforgiving, except induc-]arms of hisloye. He is not to think that virtue 
ed to pardon by the importunate intercession of} is one thing here, and another in heaven: or 
some favorite ; confining their enemies, when} that be on whom blessings and evlogiums are 
they bad overcome them, after a contest, in} ready to burst from all honest tongues, can be 
deep, dark dungeons under ground, of putting| an object of punishment with him, who is in- 
them to death in the prolonged misery of excru-| finitely more benevolent than any of his creat- 
ciating tortures,—these features of human de-| ures. 


pravity bave been most faithfully transferred to} These remarks may be thought foreign to the 
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